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THE NEED FOR FOREIGN
ASSISTANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Minnesota (Mr. EMMER) for 56 minutes.

Mr. EMMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to speak about the importance of
the U.S. International Affairs Budget
for America’s economic prosperity. Re-
cently, more than 220 leaders from
America’s business community, from
Fortune 500 companies to local cham-
bers of commerce, wrote to Secretary
of State Rex Tillerson about the stra-
tegic investments in development and
diplomacy that advance America’s in-
terests overseas and support jobs at
home.

I am particularly proud that the
CEOs of Land O’Lakes and Cargill—two
Minnesota-based companies—helped
lead this critical effort. Minnesota
businesses understand they need the
support of America’s diplomats and de-
velopment professionals at the State
Department and USAID in the inter-
national marketplace to succeed.

For less than 1 percent of the Federal
budget, our diplomats and development
workers help create good governance
and stability in developing countries
around the world. These efforts enable
their economies to grow, creating new
markets for American goods in a high-
ly competitive global marketplace.

With 95 percent of the world’s con-
sumers living outside of our borders,
some of our fastest growing economies
are in developing countries. Currently,
41 million American jobs depend on
international trade, including 800,000 in
the great State of Minnesota. We sim-
ply can’t afford to disengage from the
world. We also know that individuals
who experience economic growth and
trade with one another prefer peace
over conflict.

If the United States is to remain an
economic powerhouse that continues to
create jobs for hardworking Americans
here at home, we must invest in our
critical development and diplomacy
agencies. If we don’t, our economic
competitors and, God forbid, our en-
emies certainly will.

I look forward to working with my
colleagues on both sides of the aisle to
protect funding for the International
Affairs Budget.

A WELL-DESERVED AWARD

Mr. EMMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to celebrate the career of Forest
Lake Area Schools’ early childhood
special education teacher, Heide Muhs.
Heide is retiring at the end of this
school year. Heide is concluding her
professional career in education with a
huge achievement. Recently she re-
ceived the Early Childhood Profes-
sional of the Year Lifetime Excellence
Award. This award recognizes an indi-
vidual who has made a lasting dif-
ference in the lives of children with
special needs and their families. This is
an area where Heide has excelled dur-
ing her career.

Heide is no stranger to the needs of
these families. For her, it is personal.
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In fact, she has two adopted sons with
special needs. Through her personal ex-
perience and unwavering dedication to
those in her care, Heide has managed
to help and strengthen families
throughout central Minnesota.

I am proud to stand here today and
to thank Heide for her commitment to
our children’s future. We wish you the
best in your retirement, Heide. You de-
serve it.

BUSH FELLOWSHIP FOR MINNESOTANS

Mr. EMMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor the achievements of
two Minnesotans from my district.
Scott Glew of Elk River and Emmanuel
Oppong of St. Cloud have received Bush
Fellowships.

During his service in the Army Na-
tional Guard, Scott was deeply affected
by the human suffering he witnessed.
That is why, in his current job as an
educator, Scott is determined to teach
his students about global conflicts. He
has advocated for making social stud-
ies a main component of our students’
curriculum. With his fellowship, Scott
plans to earn a Ph.D. to expand and im-
prove upon our education curriculum.

Mr. Oppong is originally from Ghana
and knows firsthand that mental
health is not a priority for many cul-
tures. That is why he works as a coun-
selor for immigrants and refugees deal-
ing with culture shock and trauma.
With his fellowship, Emmanuel plans
to learn how to raise awareness of men-
tal health issues and implement edu-
cation plans to improve the health and
well-being of our communities.

I am deeply impressed with these in-
dividuals and their commitment to the
common good, and I wish them well as
they pursue their goals.

AN INCREDIBLE GOLD STAR

Mr. EMMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize and thank Ally
Haas, a student at Sartell High School.
Recently, Ally completed a project
that has helped elementary students at
St. Francis Xavier Elementary School
by pairing them with high school and
college students for weekly tutoring
sessions. The project has been incred-
ibly successful.

Due to the success of her project,
Ally received a Gold Award from the
Girl Scouts. This is the highest award
the Girl Scouts has to offer. It is no co-
incidence that Ally has become such a
civic-minded young woman, as she is a
fourth-generation Girl Scout. In fact,
Ally’s mother received the Gold Award
in 1985.

Congratulations, Ally. We are proud
of you and we are looking forward to
your bright future and continued suc-
cess.

———

HOUSE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. GUTIERREZ) for 5 minutes.

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, we
waste a lot of time in the House Judici-
ary Committee passing bills we have
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already passed year after year that go
nowhere. But now evidence is growing
that our elections were interfered with
by a foreign adversary, evidence that
the President and Attorney General
have been less than truthful about
their meetings and relationship with
this foreign adversary. And other com-
mittees in this body and the Senate
and at the Justice Department have
launched investigations into the behav-
ior and truthfulness of the President,
his subordinates, his family; but from
the House Judiciary Committee, we
have heard exactly nothing, not a peep,
not a hearing or a subpoena, nada, zip,
nothing. Just crickets.

When I joined the Judiciary Com-
mittee, I remember hearing something
about how the committee has jurisdic-
tion over the enforcement of laws, the
courts, the conduct of the executive
branch, especially when it comes to
law enforcement agencies like the FBI,
Justice Department, activities that
may or may not be criminal.

And guess what. I was right. You
need look no further than the commit-
tee’s website, where it proudly pro-
claims: ‘““The committee’s weighty
agenda has frequently placed it in a
central role in American politics, most
notably during its consideration of im-
peachment charges against Presidents
of the United States in both 1974 and
1998.”

So with all due respect to the Intel-
ligence Committee, the Oversight Com-
mittee, and our colleagues in the Sen-
ate, it is the Judiciary Committee in
the House where impeachment begins.
We are like the grand jury of the House
of Representatives when it comes to
impeachment.

Robert Mueller, the former FBI Di-
rector investigating the President, will
not be able to indict him while he is
President no matter what he uncovers.
Most legal scholars argue a sitting
President cannot be indicted in crimi-
nal court.

So it is the Judiciary Committee
that will bring charges if there is evi-
dence of ‘‘Treason, Bribery, or other
high Crimes and Misdemeanors,” as
provided in Article II, Section 4 of the
Constitution.

But here we are with evidence that
the Attorney General lied to a com-
mittee of Congress about his contacts
with senior Russian officials and lied
on his security clearance application
about contacts with Russian officials
who are suspected by our government
of being covert espionage operatives,
with evidence that hacking and other
activities, in fact, took place directed
by Russia. And nothing from the Judi-
ciary Committee.

The Attorney General publicly
recused himself from any matters at
the Justice Department related to the
investigation of Russia contacts, but
the Attorney General played a role in
the firing of FBI Director James
Comey. And we know now, because the
President said so, that the firing of
Comey, the FBI Director that was in-
vestigating him, was done because the
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President said he was ‘‘under great
pressure’” from the Russia investiga-
tion. And still nothing from the Judici-
ary Committee.

Now, let’s go back to those two dates
when the Judiciary Committee says we
played a central role in American poli-
tics. In 1974, we had a criminal con-
spiracy that involved tampering with
elections that went all the way to the
Oval Office. It involved firing senior
Justice Department officials who were
part of the investigation. They asked
the intelligence community to dis-
credit those investigations in 1974. And
there were secretly recorded conversa-
tions.

Sound familiar?

President Nixon soon resigned be-
cause he knew what was coming.

In 1998, the issue of whether the
President of the United States had lied
to a grand jury about an extramarital
sexual encounter with a consenting
adult who was a subordinate, that is
what that was about. House Judiciary
Chairman Henry Hyde of the great
State of Illinois, who, as it turned out,
knew a thing or two about extra-
marital sexual encounters with con-
senting adults, passed four Articles of
Impeachment, along an almost exclu-
sively party-line vote. An impeach-
ment trial was held in the Senate,
which became an epic embarrassment
to the Republican Party and to this
body. But now, given all of the evi-
dence of electoral tampering, the ap-
parent efforts to cover it up, the ac-
tions of the President and the Attorney
General to deflect and derail investiga-
tions, that, to me and to others, ap-
pears to be attempts at or actual ob-
struction of justice.

From the committee of jurisdiction
that is supposed to be in charge and
taking action, what do we have? Not a
peep, not a hearing, not a subpoena,
nada, zip, nothing. Just crickets.

Mr. Speaker, that has got to change,
and I suspect it will, because it has to.
The Constitution says it has to.

Judiciary Committee, it is time to
act and fulfill your constitutional re-
sponsibilities.

——
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PARIS CLIMATE ACCORD

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Alabama (Mr. BROOKS) for 5 minutes.

Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to commend President
Trump on his decision to withdraw
from the Paris climate accord.

For emphasis, the Paris climate ac-
cord is not now and never has been an
agreement that binds the TUnited
States of America because it was never
ratified by Congress.

More specifically, the Paris climate
accord, a treaty, was never ratified by
the Senate pursuant to Article II, sec-
tion 2 of the United States Constitu-
tion.

Rather, in yet another example of
disdain for America’s constitutional
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Republic, the Obama administration
refused to seek Senate approval of the
treaty.

By declining to move forward on a
poorly negotiated bad deal, President
Trump kept his promise to the Amer-
ican people to put America first.

Lest there be any doubt, the Paris
climate accord intentionally hurt
America to the benefit of competitor
nations. In a global redistribution of
the wealth scheme, the Paris climate
accord called for America to give away
tens of billions of dollars to other
countries. That is tens of billions of ad-
ditional taxpayer dollars on top of
America’s existing foreign aid give-
aways. That is money America does
not have, has to borrow to get, and
cannot afford to pay back. That is
nuts.

America must stop borrowing money
to send overseas to help other coun-
tries take jobs from Americans. Is that
really so hard for the left to under-
stand?

The Paris climate accord undermined
America’s economy by putting Amer-
ican employees at a competitive dis-
advantage. By way of but one example,
a comprehensive new study prepared by
NERA Economic Consulting estimates
that the Paris climate accord could
cost the American economy $3 trillion
in gross domestic product and 6.5 mil-
lion industrial sector jobs over the
next two decades.

President Trump is right. America
must lead by putting America’s na-
tional interests first. The Paris climate
accord failed to do that.

By way of example, under the Paris
climate accord, China and India, two of
the biggest and worst polluters on
Earth, have no new air pollution con-
trol obligations until 2030, at the ear-
liest.

Contrast the abysmal environmental
record of China and India with that of
America. And let’s be clear, without a
Paris climate accord, America’s carbon
dioxide emissions have been and are
being reduced. For example, between
the years 2000 and 2014, the United
States reduced its carbon dioxide emis-
sions by more than 18 percent.

Further, over the past 50 years,
America has been the world’s environ-
mental leader. No country on Earth
has done more to reduce pollution by
cleaning our air, cleaning our water,
and properly disposing of hazardous
waste. That 50-year record is compel-
ling evidence that America’s focus on
being good environmental stewards
will continue, with or without the
Paris climate accord. That is world
leadership.

I know of nothing that says we are
going to stop being the world’s envi-
ronmental leader. That 50-year record
is also compelling evidence that Amer-
ica can and will lead on our own with-
out hamstringing ourselves with a
badly negotiated, one-sided Paris cli-
mate accord that reduces America’s
wealth while costing struggling Amer-
ican families their jobs.
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In summary, I am proud that Presi-
dent Trump puts America first. Amer-
ica should not and must not yield even
a smidgen of our national sovereignty
to the dictates of other, lesser nations.

Despite liberal climate-scare and so-
cialist Democrat hysteria to the con-
trary, America has been and is, by al-
most every standard, the greatest Na-
tion in world history.

With an America First attitude,
America will continue its 75-year
streak as the greatest Nation in the
history of the world, second to none.

————

EXTEND HAITIAN TEMPORARY
PROTECTED STATUS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Speaker, I rise in support of the 6-
month extension for Haitian temporary
protected status recipients living in
the United States, and for whom I be-
lieve our country should offer perma-
nent residency. Temporary protected
status, also known as TPS, offers forms
of relief from removal under changing
living conditions.

In 2010, Haiti was struck by the worst
earthquake in the past 200 years, kill-
ing more than 160,000 people and dis-
placing close to 1.5 million.

The United States played an intri-
cate role in bringing some of the Hai-
tians to the United States, providing
them with a safe haven, because that is
what we do.

Booker Washington captured well the
importance of assisting people in need
when he said: ‘““The highest test of the
civilization of any race is in its will-
ingness to extend a helping hand to the
less fortunate.” With this in mind,
America should move the temporary
protected status to permanent resi-
dency.

Return of the Haitian natives would
only continue to set back the progress
Haiti has made. The country of Haiti
continues to feel the ramifications of
the 2010 earthquake. Tens of thousands
of people sleep in the streets or under
plastic sheets in makeshift camps. The
conditions that Haitians endure in the
country has led to the spread of dis-
ease, which has become a major con-
cern. The cholera epidemic has affected
nearly 800,000 Haitians, killing over
9,000. Cholera is primarily found in
countries with inadequate access to
clean water, sanitation, and hygiene.
In short, the quality of living in Haiti
has created a need for a better life.

The economic disparity, extreme
poverty, and underdevelopment of
Haiti continues to loom. Though it is
an island nation with rich culture,
Haiti remains the poorest country in
the Western Hemisphere. Among the 9
million people who reside in Haiti, over
half live in extreme poverty, some even
living on less than a dollar a day.
While in the United States, people con-
tinue to contribute to our economy,
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